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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 8/29/2008 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

2. Applicant argued that Poliquin and Rakoshitz failed to disclose in combination a pre-computation 
module which not only evaluates policies on a priority basis as necessitated by demand and resources, 
but also continuously evaluates policies based on passive conditions associated with policy equivalency 
classes, the passive conditions being distinguished from triggering conditions associated with the policy 
equivalency classes and which are used as the basis for issuing policy decisions established according to 
the dual evaluation/reevaluation scheme. Specifically, the pre-computation module is stated to classify 
conditions of each policy type into one triggering and one or more passive conditions; schedule prioritized 
policy evaluations based on demands and available resources; continuously evaluate policies based on 
changes related to all passive conditions; and issue a policy decision associated with a particular 
triggering condition based detection of the triggering condition. 

3. Poliquin teaches an alarm system which works based on filter parameters (triggering conditions). 
Poliquin, column 7, lines 24-59. Poliquin stores a relationship between policies (triggering conditions) and 
applications in a database (classifying conditions). Poliquin, column 8, lines 42-49. Rakoshitz taught the 
prioritization was utilizable for a specific user, application, or database in regard to priority and limits such 
as bandwidth, resource utilization, and admission (schedule prioritized policy evaluations based on 
demands and available resources; classify according to one or more passive conditions, where the 
passive conditions are bandwidth and resource utilization). Rakoshitz, column 6, lines 16-30. The 
monitoring in Rakoshitz is ongoing, and the monitoring in Rakoshitz is of the "passive conditions" of 
resource utilization and bandwidth. The combination of Poliquin and Rakoshitz performs the identical 
function specified in the claim in substantially the same way, and produces substantially the same results 
as the corresponding elements disclosed in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/601 ,627 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2445 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 2, and 4-10 and 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Poliquin et al. (US 5,696,486) in view of Rakoshitz et al. (US 6,816,903). 

6. In regard to claims 1 and 8, Poliquin disclosed a network management and alarm system which 
scheduled policy evaluation based on alarm events, and logged the information. 

7. Poliquin disclosed: 

a pre-computation module classifying conditions of policy types into one triggering 
condition (alarms in Poliquin) and at least one passive condition (use of passive conditions 
brought in by Rakoshitz) and grouping a plurality of policies having the same triggering condition 
and policy decision into a policy equivalency class, said pre-computation module continously 
evaluating said policies based on changes in said passive conditions, and said pre-computation 
module further scheduling a prioritized evaluation based on demand and/or resources (brought in 
by Rakoshitz); Column 10, lines 21-34 

a scheduler initiating said prioritized policy evaluation based on received events 
satisfying passive conditions determining policy-managed entity memberships with respect to the 
policy equivalency class; column 9, line 60 - column 10, line 20 

a triggering module monitoring communication network events satisfying the triggering 
condition; and column 7, line 19 - column 8, line 29 

a policy decision distribution mechanism issuing the policy decision upon detection of the 
triggering condition being satisfied, and distributing the policy decision to the policy equivalency 
class member policy-managed entities of said policy equivalency class for policy enforcement, 
column 8, line 30 - column 9, line 13; 

a policy repository for storing the plurality of policies and the policy decision. Column 1 1 , 
lines 50-67. Column 9, lines 45-59 
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Poliquin failed to disclose prioritization of the evaluation of policy equivalency classes 
based on demand for the class and available resources. However, Rakoshitz disclosed using 
available bandwidth and priorities for users based on demand and available resources to 
determine a priority scheme. Rakoshitz, column 6, lines 16-30, column 10, lines 23-36, column 
10, line 48 - column 1 1 , line 45; column 14, lines 30-67. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate a determination of available 
resources and demand in order to provide system efficiency and reduce network congestion. 
(Rakoshitz, column 3, line 50 - column 4, line 12). 

8. In regard to claim 2, Poliquin disclosed: 

the policy server being associated with a network management system providing support 
of one of policy-based network management, and policy-based service provisioning. Column 5, 
lines 33-39 

9. In regard to claim 4, Poliquin disclosed: 

the policy repository comprises one of a database and a directory. Column 5, line 45 

10. In regard to claim 5, Poliquin disclosed: 

the policy repository further comprises a policy condition management interface providing 
interaction with one of the policies and policy conditions, column 6, lines 45-65 

11. In regard to claim 6, Poliquin disclosed: 

the policy server being further associated with a policy equivalency class repository for 
storing policy equivalency class specifications. Column 8, lines 42-49 

12. In regard to claim 7, Poliquin disclosed: 

a policy condition management interface providing interaction with one of the policies and 
policy conditions. Column 9, lines 14-67 

13. In regard to claims 9, 12, Poliquin disclosed: 
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wherein performing policy evaluation based on satisfying the triggering condition, the 
method further comprises a step of: changing a corresponding policy-managed entity's 
membership with respect to the policy equivalency class. Column 9, lines 14-67 

14. In regard to claim 10, Poliquin disclosed: 

monitoring events in a communications network. Column 6, lines 4-65 

15. In regard to claim 13, Poliquin disclosed: 

prioritizing passive condition related policy evaluation based on a demand for one of a 
policy and the policy equivalency class. Column 7, lines 34-67 

16. In regard to claim 14, Poliquin disclosed: 

determining a demand for the one of the policy and the policy equivalency class based on 
a previous utilization frequency thereof. Column 8, lines 1-41 

17. In regard to claim 15, Poliquin disclosed: 

specifying a policy condition. Column 10, lines 21-60 

18. In regard to claim 16, Poliquin disclosed: 

designating the policy condition as one of the triggering condition and a passive 
condition. Column 10, lines 21-60 

19. In regard to claim 17, Poliquin disclosed: 

wherein specifying the triggering condition, the method further comprises a step of: 
specifying one of a time-of-day event, a quality-of-service event, a source available event, a 
source unavailable event, a broadcast start event, and an information flow available event to be 
monitored. Column 10, lines 21-67 

20. In regard to claim 18, Poliquin disclosed: 

logically combining events. Column 15, lines 40-67 

21. In regard to claim 19, Poliquin disclosed: 

specifying one of a prepaid status event, a policy-managed entity on-line event, a policy- 
managed entity off-line event, a policy-managed entity capability, and a policy-managed entity 
interest in a service. Column 10, lines 21-67 
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Conclusion 

22. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

23. Thebaut et al. US 5,889,953 

24. Vaidetal. US 6,502,131 

25. Black etal. US 7,143,153 

26. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Jeffrey R. Swearingen whose telephone number is (571)272-3921 . The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Larry 
Donaghue can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

Jeffrey R. Swearingen 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2445 

/J. R. S.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2445 



/Larry D Donaghue/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2454 



